Our President, Dr McMenemey, has asked me to make some introductory remarks this afternoon on the past achievements of our Section of the History of Medicine. As immediate Past-President, during whose term of office the shape of these Jubilee celebrations developed, I welcome this opportunity of thanking all those Members of the Council of our Section who have contributed, not only to the items on this afternoon's programme, but to the organization of this meeting. In particular I would like to thank the third Honorary Secretary appointed for this purpose, Miss Jessie Dobson. I would also like to say how grateful we are for the help and encouragement received from the Council of the Royal Society of Medicine, and from the Secretary, Mr R T Hewitt, and his staff.
In the words of our first President, Sir William Osler, our Section of the Royal Society of Medicine was designed to 'form a meeting ground for the scholars, the students, and for all those who found that the study of the history of medicine has a value in education'. How far have we achieved this aim? This is the question we ask ourselves to-day.
As Dr McMenemey has already told you, 50 years of life makes us the oldest of societies for the study of the history of medicine in the land. Our first achievement is to have survived, to be still a living productive society. A number of such societies have languished and died, and we ourselves have passed through dangerous wasting diseases in which the very existence of the Section has been at risk. In large part, no doubt, we owe our survival to being under the wing of an enlightened Royal Society of Medicine. We are aware that mere survival is not enough. What about our productivity?
A large number of papers in the early years were concerned with medicine in the ancient civilizations. Within two years of our inauguration in 1912 Elliott Smith spoke to us on Egyptian Medicine, Morris Jastrow on Babylonian Medicine, J D Rolleston and Richard Caton on Greek Medicine. Within this period too, Fielding Garrison spoke on the 'King's Evil', and Charles Singer discussed the discovery of the microscope and read a paper on St Hildegard.
In 1918 D'Arcy Power anticipated our present meeting when he gave a paper on the work of the Section during six years. Another review was made in 1926 by W G Spencer. The enlightened attitude of our Society to women is revealed by the fact that our most senior contributor alive to-day, unfortunately not with us, is Dorothea Singer, who in 1916 spoke on Plague Tractates of 14th and 15th centuries; in the same meeting Sir William Osler spoke on the MSS of the Religio Medici.
How successful has this Section been as a forum for those interested in medical history? For those within the profession whose primary interest is in medicine the Section has always offered a means of contact on the history of their special interests. With ever-increasing specialism within medicine an ever higher power is inevitably focused on ever smaller fields. Until the last few years this has diminished the interest of the student and practitioner in medical history. Now, however, we are becoming aware that there is a danger of blindness not only towards other people's specialties, but towards medicine itself as a whole. It is true that one cannot see with the naked eye what one can see under the light microscope, let alone the electron microscope.
We have for centuries been aware of this kind of blindness. What we are only now appreciating is the converse, the blindness born of spending one's life in a visual world magnified some 10,000 times. Conditioned to a small magnified world one becomes unable to see with the focus of the naked eye. Yet it remains vital that we should all possess the power of a mutual interchange of focus, otherwise we shall cease to be able to communicate with each other. All these separate medical worlds can be set in focus together, but only if we use the time-lens of history. Thus the last decade has found medical history growing as a means of communication not only between doctor and doctor, but between doctors and the society they serve. This has been reflected in the membership of our Section, and in the warm welcome which the Section has increasingly extended to those historians of medicine who approach the subject from outside the medical profession. By so doing we are slowly fulfilling Osler's objective of making our Section a meeting-ground not only for all students of the history of medicine, but also for those who feel that the study of the history of medicine has a value in education; to fulfil this promise we must respond first by persistently educating ourselves.
Clifford Allbutt, Scholar-Physician and Historian by E Ashworth Underwood MD (Wellcome Historical Medical Museum, London)
It is fitting that, in the chronicle of this Section, Osler should be followed by a paper on his great contemporary, Clifford Allbutt, for these two men had careers which were strangely complementary. They were both scholar-physicians and both were great clinicians. Both had a wide experience of the heavy grind of a consulting physician. They were admitted Fellows of the Royal College of Physicians on the same day, andowing to an unusual incident in the Collegeboth gave the Goulstonian Lectures, which are normally awarded to the Junior Fellow. Allbutt was thirteen years older than Osler, but he survived Osler by six years, during which period he continued to carry on at an advanced age in an urbane and very distinguished fashion those scholarly studies which were so dear to the hearts of both men.
Early Life and Medical Education I should have liked to have excluded biography completely from this short paper; but in order to set Allbutt's studies in their perspective, I must mention a few landmarks in his long career.
Thomas Clifford Allbutt, who was born on July 20, 1836, was the son of the Rev Thomas Allbutt, Vicar of Dewsbury in the West Riding from 1835 to 1862. As a boy Clifford Allbutt knew the three Bronte sisters. The Vicarage in which he was born dated from the fifteenth century. It was built in a churchyard, and to the water from the well in its scullery Allbutt later ascribed the continued fever from which he suffered as a boy. He had access to the surgeries of two of his medical uncles, and at the age of 10 he used to delight in the fulminations of Thomas Wakley in the Lancet.
Allbutt was educated at the second oldest school in England, St Peter's School at York, where he had a good classical education, and where he was taught natural history by an enthusiastthe headmaster, William Hey (1811-83), later residentiary Canon of York. In May 1855 Allbutt entered Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge. He was presumably reading classics, for a year later he was awarded a Caian scholarship in that discipline. But, though he later described himself on the title-pages of his books as 'sometime classical scholar of Gonville and Caius College', he seems soon to have switched to the natural sciences. While engaged in reading these he entered St George's Hospital in November 1858. In the following year he was awarded a scholarship in chemistry and graduated BA. In 1860 he was awarded a scholarship in anatomy, and gained a first in the Natural Sciences Triposhis was the only 'first' in that year. It was presumably after the announcement of this result that Allbutt, acting on the advice of Bence Jones and Lockhart Clarke at St George's, went to Paris, where he remained for about a year. In Paris he studied much under Trousseau at the Hotel-Dieu, and had the stimulating experience of watching Duchenne de Boulogne in action at a time when the latter was virtually unknown. On his return from Paris in 1861 Allbutt graduated MB at Cambridge. In later years he took the MA and the MD.
The Leeds Physician As soon as Allbutt graduated MB he decided to practise as a physician in Leeds. The Leeds School was firmly established upon the work of the Heys, and there were great opportunities for consulting practice in the West Riding and further north. Allbutt settled in Leeds in 1861, and
